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Response to Action of 5/16/06 



REMARKS 

Claims 1-12 and 19-35 are pending in the above referenced Application. No 
claims are amended. In view of the following remarks, Applicants submit that all claims 
remaining in the case are in condition for allowance. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. $ 102 (e) 

Claims 1-4, 6-12, and 19-29 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Parry (U.S. Patent Publication 2002/0128041 Al). However, Parry fails 
to suggest, disclose or teach all limitations for each rejected claim, as amended. 
Accordingly, the Office Action fails to make a prima facie case of anticipation, and such 
rejections should be withdrawn. 

To sustain a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e), each element of the rejected claim 
must be disclosed or fairly suggested by the cited reference. The Office Action rejects 
Applicant's Claim 1 arguing that Parry discloses all elements of the claim. 

Claim 1 as amended recites, in pertinent part a limitation relating to a first instance of 
a software program resident and operating on a first machine executing in coordination 
with a second instance of the software program resident and operating on a second 
machine and receiving a wireless request at the first machine 

The Action argues that receiving a wireless a wireless request at the first machine 
as in Applicant's claim is anticipated by Parry's description of a switching device 
receiving a wireless communication from one or more computing devices. However, this 
argument fails for the following reasons. 
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Parry describes two classes of entities, a "switching device" and a "computing 
device." Parry clearly distinguishes between these entities, for example, at paragraphs 
0010-0012 and 0023, asserting that computing devices are devices with which users 
interact via peripherals, whereas a switching device is a separate entity used to switch 
control of peripherals between computing devices. 

The Action however, first asserts in rejecting claim 1 that the first machine is 
anticipated by a "switching device" in asserting on p. 3, second bullet, that the switching 
device in paragraph 0025 of Parry reads on first machine as in claim 1. The Action, 
however, then argues, also on p. 3, third bullet that a computing device of Parry releasing 
control of a peripheral as in paragraph 0032 (referring to a user switching from a 
computer "B" to a computer "F") reads on the first machine relinquishing control of a 
device as in Applicant's claim 1. Because, according to Parry, a switching device and a 
computing device are distinct, non-overlapped entities, the Action cannot logically argue 
that the first machine of Applicant's claim is in one element anticipated by a 
"switching device" of Parry and in another element anticipated by a "computing 
device" of Parry. 

In fact, as asserted in the previous response to the previous Action, while 
Parry may allegedly disclose a "switching device" nowhere does Parry disclose 
first instance of a software program resident and operating on a first machine 
executing in coordination with a second instance of the software program 
resident and operating on a second machine as in claim 1. 

Therefore for at least the above discussed reasons the rejection of claim 1 as 

amended as anticipated by Parry cannot stand and thus the rejections of claims 2-12 
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which depend on claim 1 and incorporate the above referenced element cannot stand and 
should be withdrawn. 

The Office Action rejects Applicant's Claim 19 as anticipated by Parry under section 
102(e) arguing that Parry discloses all elements of the claim. Claim 19 as amended recites in 
pertinent part: [a] first computer [including] a first instance of switching software to assume 
control of said wireless I/O device; and a second computer [including] a second instance of 
switching software . 

In arguing that claim 19 is anticipated by Parry, the Action once again asserts that 
the first computer of claim 19 is anticipated by a "computing device" of Parry as at 
paragraph 0032 of Parry; but then fails to show where Parry discloses or suggests 
first computer [includingl a first instance of switching software to assume control of said 
wireless I/O device . Thus, the rejection of claim 19 as anticipated by Parry cannot stand 
Thus the rejections of claims 20-23 which depend on claim 19 and incorporate the above 
referenced element cannot stand and should be withdrawn. 

The Office Action rejects Applicant's Claim 24 as anticipated by Parry under section 
102(e) arguing that Parry discloses all elements of the claim. Claim 24 as amended recites in 
pertinent part: a computer program . . . executable by a first machine and a second machine, 
respectively, in coordination . 

While Parry may disclose a "switching device" nowhere does Parry disclose the above 
referenced element of claim 24. Applicant asserts that the general statement cited does not 
sufficiently disclose nor suggest the element relating to the above recited element of claim 24 to 
sustain a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). 
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Therefore for at least the above discussed reasons the rejection of claim 24 as 
amended, as anticipated by Parry cannot stand and thus the rejections of claims 25-29 
which depend on claim 24 and incorporate the above referenced element cannot stand 
and should be withdrawn. 

The Office Action rejects Applicant's Claim 30 as anticipated by Parry under section 
102(e) arguing that Parry discloses all elements of the claim. Claim 30 as amended recites in 
pertinent part: a plurality of computing devices, each of which includes an internal switch 
mechanism to pass control of the peripheral device to another of the computing devices 
responsive to a user selection . 

While Parry may disclose a "switching device" nowhere does Parry disclose the above 
referenced element of claim 30. The Office Action asserts that Parry discloses this element, 
referring to paragraph 0026 of Parry. In this paragraph Parry merely suggests that a method 
depicted in a flowchart of Parry may be implemented by "any suitable hardware, software, 
firmware, or combination thereof." Without admitting that the flowchart referenced in paragraph 
0026 discloses or suggests any element of claim 30, Applicant asserts that the general statement 
cited does not sufficiently disclose nor suggest the element relating to plurality of computing 
devices, each of which includes an internal switch mechanism to pass control of the peripheral 
device to another of the computing devices responsive to a user selection to sustain a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). 

Claims 5 and 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Parry in view of Wu et al. (U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0083056 Al) (Wu). 
Claims 13-18 have been cancelled, and thus their rejections are moot. Because the 
rejection of claim 5 relies on the rejection of its parent claims 1-4, as anticipated by 
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Parry, and because the rejections of claims 1-4 cannot stand, the rejection of claim 5 as 
unpatentable over Parry inv view of Wu cannot stand for at least this reason. 

Therefore as argued above, none of the rejections of the pending claims, claims 1- 
12 and 19-35 can be sustained and for at least the above discussed reasons, the rejections 
should be withdrawn and the claims allowed. 

Please charge any shortages and credit any overcharges to our Deposit Account 
No. 02-2666. The Examiner is requested to call Sanjay Gadkari at (503)264-4348 to set 
up an interview if the Examiner feels that such interview would be useful. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: October 16 2006 



/Sanjay S. Gadkari/ 
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Los Angeles, CA 90025-1026 
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